Dear Jiin, 


^b5.1o itriTinff thf.a '. 

testiiacJiyo 0ns part struck rs^f 
to I'ecall it« 


hoard a fov; uinutes of Ford’s lioiiss ca'r.itt*-.>e 
'miny-hoac. 'fJ’.s tine nay Gone ifhen v?€i laay '.nut 


J.t ap'^ars t'nat a ciSiaixjr 'oau heon ouostioiiirig hin about seoiirity^ ciassifi— 
cations, over— clasfsificationo and declasaificatiou. The part that tickied ne 
was hi.s ansv;er to a questioa about detdlassifyixig what is cias. 3 ified as ”‘iop Seci’et." 

Tht! last part of Ms response was to tiie effect that he would do all he could 
to Mston do<jlassificoi.ti.:n» His v/ords were better for our use. 

Well, I can say tMs for Gerry Ford; he is capable of practiaiag his own 
preacMng, if tlie ways of his practise are not always traditional! 


Before leuvliis for Lil I hsar-d a short part, 
iidwards of ^alif. He sae-na to Mve a.iked !iot!u.Jir; 
re Oc ii l x wiic^t — ane sard ojI .xio Berrp~ iJilJaaus show 


■^t included the questioning by 
about Ford’s -ou. nay 

tl’iat Ms people in Califoi'nia 


V;orc in 


toufii %.'ith ndtjards. 'Bliis could ueau as little aa a stranger writing 
a latter or it could noan tMt soneone ioad nade explaiiations to Mti 


in pGi’soa. Of courao, there 


v:iil be and there nay have 


oesni eaiuxei 


in 


the questioning. 


Sincerely 



